This peculiarity of urine, so well* adapted to the size and structure of the bladder, is the more remarkable, as the favourite food of these animals is the same as that of small lizards, whose urine is of a butyraceous consistence, and nearly pure lithic acid. Hcnce, and from other facts mentioned by the author, he adduces the conclusion that the nature of urine, in every instance, depends much more on the peculiar action and structure of the secreting organs, than on peculiarities of diet or of the circulating fluids.
often yet remains for him this consolation, that of alleviating their sufferings and prolonging their existence." The profuse sweats in phthisis contribute much to exhaust the patients of that disease, and hasten the fatal termination, especially when accompanied with colliquative diarrhoea. Dr. Fouquier thinks that he has found in the acetate of lead a mean of repressing this debilitating evacuation. lie first employed that medicine in the solid form, in pilis of a grain each ; but he has since found it more convenient to administer it in solution, in a mucilaginous mixture. He relates the histories of twelve cases, arrived at the last stages, in which this medicine was used, in one to fhe extent of twelve grains as a dose, without finding after death, in the patients who died in the hospital, any affcction of the intestines ?which might be attributed to the mineral. In one or two individuals only were some slight colic pains manifested ; and these did not appear to be owing to the medicine, as they were accompanied with diarrhoea, and did not vary whether or not the use of it was continued.
In a few cases there was constipation,* for the removal of which glysiers became necessary.
We give following abstracts of two cases, related with several others of more or less interest, by Dr. Venturi, first physician della citta di Sanseverino, that seem to us to present some very interesting facts for the consideration of theoretical pathologists, as well as medical practitioners.
A girl, twenty years of age, was, in 1812, suddenly affected with very severe rheumatic pain in ?he upper and middle part of the back. A physician prescribed a spirituous embrocation. When this had been used two or three times, the pain disappeared from its first scat, and fixed just about the union of the last dorsal and first lumbar vertebras. The use of the embrocation was continued ; but the pain soon became almost insupportable, and seemed to be deeper seated. After a few days' very severe suffering, the patient began to experience a sense of formication in the lower limbs, that was soon followed by a sense of weight, and then, gradually, complete loss of sense and power of motion in them. Dr. Vcnturi saw her first after the lapse of four months from the occurrcncc of the paraplegia. The In the succeeding paragraph of his critique, relating to the physiological experiments made with the pure hydrocyanic acid by several authors and myself, the reviewer remarks, that, 'as Mr. Brodie's investigations upon this subject are the most satisfactory that have hitherto been made, and as they are not even alluded toby me, he shall decline troubling his readers with those 1 have detailed. ' To which this is my reply :
1. Mr. Brodie never made any experiment with the pure hydrocyanic acid. 2. Previous and subsequently to Mr. Brodie's investigation respecting the action of various poisons on animals, Coullon, Emmert, Magendie, and others, had and have instituted experiments with the pure hydrocyanic acid, or with substances containing it, not only upon animals, but upon the human system ; which, in a work of practical utility, and not simply of philosophical speculation, could not but be preferred to every other experiment.
Either, therefore, O knew all this; and, in such a case, where is candour and truth in concealing it ??or he knew it not; and in that case it was his duty, ere he undertook to criticise the book, to have made himself master of its subject.
The eighth section of the work relates to the means of detecting prussic add, and preventing its poisonous effects: ' in neither of which,' says the candid and just reviewer, 'do we remark any thing either very new or very important;' but respecting which I must beg leave to ask him two questions.
1. Is it not very important to determine the symptoms of poisoning by this acid, and to ascertain the best means for counteracting its deleterious effects? These objects have been accomplished, as far as they could be, in the said eighth section.
2. Is it not very important to be acquainted with the means of detecting the presence of prussic acid, particularly in cases of death from that substance r And have these means, or the mode of conducting the investigation, been pointed out to the public before the appearance of my work, by any chemist, English or foreign? Is not that new, which is not to be found elsewhere? Is any thing of the kind contained in the works of Fourcroy, Chaptal, Thenard, Thomson, Murray, Orfila, Henry, Children, or even in your own Manual of Chemistry? No. Then what becomes of the justice, correctness,candour, and, I may now add, the knowledge (in these matters) of the reviewer ? Perhaps some evidence of all these qualities is to be found in the remaining part of the Review, relating to the most important as well as to the largest portion of my work, which is dismissed in ten lines and a half! I am now arrived at that part of my reply upon which I enter with feelings of great reluctance; because it alike involves charges of a heavy nature against the reviewer, and obliges me, from a sense of what is due to truth, publicly to deny the correctness of opinions said to be your own.
My charges against the reviewer.are, 1' Misrepresentation, or concealment of facts. 2. Ignorance of the subject on which he has undertaken to pronounce. 3. Unworthy insinuations against the author whose book he reviews. Each and all of which charges, in pursuance of the plan I have followed throughout this Reply, I shall proceed to substantiate by positive proofs; leaving, however, to the public, the task of drawing, in this instance, the corollaries that must necessarily follow.
The first charge, or that of misrepresentation or concealment of facts, is supported by the following evidence :?1. The reviewer tells his readers that the lormula of Dr. Magendie for diluting Gay Lussac's acid is not given in my book, (p. 402;) whereas the fact is, that, at p. '20 of myTreatise,?62
Dr. Granville's Letter to TV. T.Brande, Esq.
The following is the only passage in which I passed any degree of condemnation on the acid prepared at Apothecaries' Hall: ' 1 know, besides, that the acid thus prepared is of a.turbid yellowish colour, instead of being colourless and transparent, and that it deposits a considerable sediment both which circumstances seem greatly to militate against its purity.'
The second charge against the reviewer, or that of ignorance of the subject on which he has undertaken to pronounce, is thus substantiated. The quantity of rain fallen in the month of January, is 2 inches and 9-100ths.
